Present: 


FINE ARTS FACULTY COUNCIL 


Friday, October 11.1985 


R.J. Parker, Chair; M. Notarangelo; C. Wild; J. Byers; 

C. Mackenzie; I. Sendek; D. Poitras; A. Adams; R. Gomez; 

W. Krol; D. Andrus; G. Gross; E. Mongerson; T. Morand; 

D. Ellicott; 1. Whittome; .P. Landsley; T. Gibsons J: Carroll: 
A. Garbacz; J. Kelly; S. McLeod; B. Wainwright; L. Sherman; 
E. Langley; S. Paikowsky 


Absent with apologies; K. Adams; A. Herman 


Approval of Minutes 
Minubes were not available for approval. 
Chair Remarks 


Dean Parker explained that the Faculty had not yet received 

its operating, budget for the current year, however, it should 
be received within the next two to three weeks. He noted that 
discussions have taken place with respect to the clarification 
of how the present faculty budget is spent, that is, reviewing 
the timetable to see if changes could be made that would save 
money as well as looking at the redistribution of funds within 
the Facuity. We do not wish to reduce the quality of our 
programmes, however, it is important to say that we are enter- 
ing into a period of more stringent measures regarding budget 
control. He noted also that as the youngest Faculty within the 
University, we have not benefitted from a long period of growth 
which other faculties have in terms of receiving benefits such 
as perscnnel. We should not therefore be treated in the same 
manner as the other faculties. 


With respect to the registration statistics they are similar 
to the past few years. The application rate is steady and has 
been for the past five years. Out of approximately 2,000 
applications we normally accept between 500 to 600 annually. 
The demand is still there and still healthy. 


3. Curriculum Report No. 28B - Undergraduate Curriculum 
Change Proposals 
Motion: (Mackenzie, Gross) "move the acceptance of Report No. 28B" 


Dean Mackenzie referred Council members to page eighteen 

of the Report and to the recommended changes to the 
Distribution Requirements within the Faculty of Fine Arts as 
follows; 


1) recommend that the "“outstide the area of concentration" 
distribution requirement be converted to a "free elective" 

2) recommend that Council re-affirm the Faculty policy that 
no more than three studio courses may be taken in any one 
academic year, 

3) propose that the cumulative total of 54 credits of studio 
work be appliec to part-time students 


Council members requested that point 3 be amended to include 
the word "normally" 54 credits... This would provide the 
flexibility required to allow for exceptions in special cases. 


Andrus noted that the original provision to limit students to 
three studio courses was because of the use of the 6-hour 
studdo time block which, now, no longer exists. 


Gross noted also that another reason was to allow access to 
studic facilities by part-time students on an equal basis with 
full-time students. 


Mackenzie explained that accessibility tv studios was a vital 
concern and one of the reasons for the use of the above 
regulation. 


Byers asked whether this regulation would apply to qualifying 
years students since this could mean students taking up to two 
yeers to comple the studio component of the course requirements. 


Mackenzie replied that this regulation would not apply to 
qualifying year students. 


Gross supported the "spirit" of the regulations, however, he 
noted that if it was applied rigorously it would interfere 
with the students ability to get through the programme within 
the time allowed. 


Mackenzie noted the amendment of the word "normally" to the 
regulation and said that further discussion would take place 
between the Curriculum Committee and the Department of Painting 
and Drawing. 


Contemporary Dance Section 


Mackenzie noted that recommendation no. 1 above will 

have implications for the Dance proposal on the table 
because the recommendation is to replace the "outside the 
area of concentration" stipulation by "electives from within 
the Faculty of Fine Arts". 


Sherman asked what the implications were fcr cther departments 
and their schedules? 


Parker explained that implications were in terms of "priority" 
status at registration time and that there should be no other 
changes required to be made by other Departments within the 
Faculty. 


Gross noted that the specification for Danc 240 would be 
changed then to Dance C398 within the Specialization in Theatre. 


Dean Mackenzie continued her remarks on aspects of the Repont 
by Department heading and upon questioning explained that 

the new course Art History C220 is proposed to accommodate 

the history component of the new Design Art programme. In 
addition, the history component of other programmes such as 
Ceramics will also be offered within the Art History Department 
and that students may elect these courses for art history 
credits within their respective disciplines. 


With respect to the Design Art recommendations, Mackenzie 
explained the within a years time the course descriptions for 
a majority of the course will become more substantive in 
conterit. These recommendations follow the mandate of the 
Dean's Task Force on the revised programme and adheres very 
closely to the spirit of the Task Force Report. It should be 
noted that only the first three first-year courses of the old 
programme have been deleted, the rest of the courses will be 
phased out over the next three years to allow those students 
presently enrolled to complete their studies. 


Gross asked about the acceptance by the University of the 
72-credit Major and was assured by Mackenzie that the University 
Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee had accepted this 
recommendation. 


With respect to the Music Department proposals, Council members 
asked whether there were any budget implications to the 

changes requested. It was noted that new credits involved 
Independent Study and since full-time faculty teach independent 
students there was no cost implied. 


Duval requested clarification regarding the use of the 
term Seminar/Workshop since this had budget implications 
when this term could be used to mean both a Lecture 
course and/or a Studio course. In particular, this was a 
difficulty within the Music Department. 


Parker explained that there is a difficulty in determining 
exactly how a particular course is being taught and we are 
attempting to deal with this within the Dean's Office. 


Sherman felt that this was a curriculum matter as it related 
to the content of the course. 


Duval requested that this issue be brought forward to the 
Curriculum Committee for discussion and resolution. 


With the Department of Sculpture, Ceramics and Fibres 
recommendations, Landsley questioned whether it was possible 


to substitute Art C461 since this course was part of the 
Pilot Project and must be taken concurrently with two other 
courses. 


Adams explained that a student may transfer into the 
Sculpture programme from the pilot project and would then 
want to count C461 as a substitution. 


The Department of Theatre has submitted the most extensive 
of the curriculum changes proposed involving a modification 
to the Major in Theatre and to the B.F.A. Specialization in 
Drama in Education. There is a movement towards specifying 
a larger number of courses that students take within the 
Major and Specialization and ensuring the students are 
educated in all the areas of theatre. These changes make 
available to the students more courses presently offered 
within the Honours in Scenography. 


Landsley questioned whether the "business and organizational 
aspects of theatre" should be offered within Fine Arts but 
rather within Commerce. Is that the proper study for a Fine 
Arts student? 


Gross explained that if a student is to Major in Theatre 
there is that aspect of managing and running a production 
that is required. The Department has always had two courses - 
in managing the theatre. Norma Springford used to teach them. 
We are hoping that some of our students will pursue the Arts 
Administration stream of the discipline. 


Gross reiterated that the programme makes available 
several informal patterns of study encompassing humanistic 
and liberal studies, directing, and organizational aspects 
of theatre. 


With respect to the Drama in Education courses, Sherman 
noted that students in the Specialization in Education are 
required to elect 12 credits in Drama in Education or Music. 
There remains a problem that the particular nature of 
scheduling in Theatre, that is, the block schedule poses a 
difficulty to students registering in these courses. 


Gross did not see any necessary conflict. Not all courses 
within theatre fall in the block schedule nor should all the 
courses fall in the block schedule. 


The Curriculum Committee and the co-ordinator fcr Inter-related 
Arts has proposed a seminar course at the third year level 
which will address the nature of relationships between the 

fine arts. 


Andrus suggested that since Art C460 seems to be available, 
as a substitution, within a number of other programmes, that 
perhaps it should really be a part of the Inter-related Arts 
Major. Mackenzie agreed if, indeed, Art C460 was an inter- 
related arts course. 


Austin suggested that it remain within the Fine Arts area of 
the Faculty. 


Gross requested that a formulation of admission requirements 
be undertaken during the next little while, so that Council 
may see them, since no stipulation as to particular require- 
ments has been included within the programme. 


Makenzie noted that it a programme, the only one of its kind 
in Canada, with the flexibility to vet any highly qualified 
student and allow them the opportunity to pursue their own 
interests. In terms of requirements, this would require any 
number of different profiles. 


Austin questioned why, under studio art electives, Art 
Education has been omitted. Sherman replied that the 
prerequisits for Art Ed 300 may pose some difficulties for 
some inter-related art students at some point in their 
programme, the 400 level course as prerequisites also. Austin 
noted that ArtEd 430, as a multi-media course is related to 
Inter-related arts and he questioned whether similar multi- 
media courses in other programmes should not properly belong 
under the aegis of Inter-related Arts. 


Sherman felt that this question should be discussed by 
either a Committee or the Departments involved. 


It was decided that the Art Education option should be 
included with the others under studio art elective credits. 


The last item was the introduction of a new course, to be 

sponsored by the Faculty, called Sound in Fine Arts, Faculty 
of Fine Arts C220 to be available to all students within the 
Faculty of Fine Arts. This is not a Special Topics course. 


Sherman asked specifically where the equipment and instruction 
would be available for this course? Would it be the 
responsibility of the Faculty as a whole to sponsor this 
course? 


Mackenzie noted that these courses are staffed by the Dean's 
area. At least, within the first year of its operation, this 
course would be offered using the facilities of the Music 
Department. 


Andrus noted that this course looked like a course that 
should be offered within the Communication Arts Department. 


Gross explained that Communication Studies does offer a total 
of nine credits in Sound, however, under no circumstances is 
the course available to any student who is not a Communication 
Major. 


Krol asked whether this course would not be better offered as 
a Special Topics course within the Music Department? 


Langley noted that the use of sound as an artistic expression 
must be made available in all areas of the Faculty and not 
just in Music. 


Gross thought that the course description seemed to emphasis 
the technical aspect rather than tre fine arts aspect. Could 
the course description be rewritten? 


Makenzie noted that the course description would be amended. 
With respect to Photography, Mackenzie amended the proposal 


and added photography courses as an option within the Inter- 
related Arts programme. 


Paikowsky called the question. The motion was 


CARRIED 


Honorary Degree Candidates 


Parker informed Faculty members that nominations must be 
sent to the Graduation Ceremonies Committee no later than 
November 15th. 


Landsley asked whether or not this meant that Council no 
longer reviewed honorary degree candidates for the Faculty? 


Parker noted that the names chosen by the Ceremonies Committee 
are returned to the Faculty for discussion. 


Duval asked whether it would not be appropriate for Council 
to make a decision that the Faculty of Fine Arts ratifies its 
candidates before they are forwarced to the Ceremonies 
Committee? 


Parker explained that this would contravene the University 
regulation in this regard. At the moment each individual 
faculty member may put forward his or her nomination directly 
to the Graduation Ceremonies Committee. 


Sherman asked whether the Faculty had representation on the 
Graduation Committee? 


Parker noted that he was not certain. Mackenzie explained 
that she was a member of the Graduation Ceremonies Committee 
but had not yet Been honorary degree candidates. 


In the past, Parker noted that Council has received the names 
of individuals from the Ceremonies Committe, Council discusses 
them, and then they are returned to the Committee. 


Paikowsky felt that the spirit of an individual Faculty 
within the University sponsoring its own honorary degree 
candidates should be continued and that under the present 
conditions it was very difficult to do. 


Sherman felt that there should be some way that the names of 
honorary degree candidates are veted by Faculty Council, and 
that if this takes place after the names have been selected 

then the process is useless. 


Duval noted that, for this year, faculty members should 
forward any nominations they wished to make directly to 
the Graduation Ceremonies Committee. 


It was decided that this item would be placed, fcr discussion, 
on the Agenda of the next meeting of Council. 
Other Business 


Landsley asked for statistics from Ken Adams as to a list 
of the recipients of the Alfred Pinsky Medal. 


Langley requested that there be a "smoking break" instituted, 
Since the No Smoking regulation was passed by Council. 


Adjournment (Langley, Landsley) 
October, 1985 
M. Duval 


